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Detailed Action 

Response to Amendment 

The Preliminary Amendment, filed on 9/21/06, has been entered and 
acknowledged by the Examiner. 

Claim(s) 1-26 are pending in the instant application. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 . Claim(s) 5-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 5 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first longitudinal element" 
and "second longitudinal element" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner will assume 
applicant intended to claim "said first longitudinal element" as - said first element - and 
"said second longitudinal element" as - said second element ~. 

Claim 6 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first support plate" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 6 is properly dependent upon Claim 5. 
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Claim 7 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first and second rotating 
elements" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
For purposes of examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 7 is properly dependent 
upon Claim 5. 

Claim 8 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first and second cap" in line 
2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 8 is properly dependent upon Claim 7 
and that "first and second cap" was intended to be - first and second coaxial cap -. 

Claim 9 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said rotating group," "said first 
rotating group," and "said second rotating group," in lines 2-4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner 
will assume that Claim 9 is properly dependent upon Claim 5. 

Claim 10 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said rotating group," "said first 
rotating group," and "said second rotating group," in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner 
will assume that Claim 10 is properly dependent upon Claim 5. 

Claim 1 1 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said blocking means," "said 
first rotating element," and "said second rotating element" in lines 2-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 11 is properly dependent upon Claim 10. 

Claim 12 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first engaging members" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For 
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purposes of examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 12 is properly dependent 
upon Claim 1 1 . 

Claim 13 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said insert" and "said second 
rotating element" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 13 is properly 
dependent upon Claim 1 1 . 

Claim 14 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said third cap" in line 2. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 14 is properly dependent upon Claim 13. 

Claim 15 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said insert," "the lateral wall," 
and "said second rotating element," and "said check device," in lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 15 is properly dependent upon Claim 14. 

Claim 16 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said elastic element" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 16 is properly dependent upon Claim 12. 

Claim 17 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said insert," "said check 
device," and "said helicoid spring" in lines 2-3. There Is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner will assume that 
Claim 17 is properly dependent upon Claim 15. 

Claim 18 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said annular housing," "said 
annular base," "said insert," said check device," and "said lateral wall," in lines 2-4. 
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There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 18 is properly dependent upon Claim 17. 

Claim 19 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said rotating group," "said 
insert," and "the check device" in lines 2-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner will assume that 
Claim 19 is properly dependent upon Claim 18. 

Claim 20 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said engaging means," "the 
annular base," "the insert," "the lateral wall," and "said check device," in lines 2-5. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, Examiner will assume that Claim 20 is properly dependent upon Claim 19 
and that applicant intended to claim "said engaging means" as - an engaging means ~. 

Claim 21 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first and second engaging 
means," "the lateral wall," and "the second flange" in lines 2-4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination, Examiner 
will assume that Claim 21 is properly dependent upon Claim 20. 

Claim 22 recites the following limitation/phrases: "the second flange," "the 
second rotating element," and "the second plate" in lines 2-4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner 
will assume that Claim 22 is properly dependent upon Claim 8. 

Claim 23 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said third engaging device" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For 
purposes of examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 23 is properly dependent 
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upon Claim 12 and tliat applicant intended to claim "said third engaging device" as - a 
third engaging device -. 

Claim 24 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said fifth screw engaging 
members," "the first flange," and "the first rotating element," and "the first plate," in lines 
2-3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation In the claim. For purposes 
of examination. Examiner will assume that Claim 24 is properly dependent upon Claim 8 
and that applicant intended to claim "said fifth screw engaging members" as - a fifth 
screw engaging members - as well as "the first plate" as - the first supporting plate -. 

Claim 25 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said first longitudinal element" 
and "second longitudinal element" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination. Examiner will assume that 
Claim 25 is properly dependent upon Claim 5 and that applicant intended to claim "said 
first longitudinal element" as - said first element - and "said second longitudinal 
element" as - said second element --. 

Claim 26 recites the following limitation/phrases: "said longitudinal element" and 
"said second longitudinal element" and "said engaging elements" in lines 3-12. There is 
Insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, Examiner will assume that applicant intended to claim "said longitudinal 
element" as - said first element - and "said second longitudinal element" as - said 
second element - and "said engaging elements" as - an engaging element -. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claim(s) 1-2, 4-6, 10-12, 16, 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Jendrewski et al (DE 2918532 A1) as cited by applicant. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Jendrewski teaches a first and respectively second elements 
(2, 3, "housing upper part" and "housing lower part," respectively, Page 2, H 8-10, see at 
least Fig. 2) with longitudinal elongation placed in line, having at one of their ends, a first 
flat base and respectively a second flat base (a, p, flat surface of each end 2, 3, where 
joined) on an inclined plane with respect to the corresponding longitudinal axis (inclined 
with respect to axis A), and a first and respectively a second straight sections (opposed 
2, 3 joint) having the same external perimeter, and wherein said first and second flat 
bases (a, P) rest on a common contact plane, have the same external perimeter and 
turn on a common axis of rotation passing through their center at right angles to said 
contact plane (as depicted in Fig. 2). 

Regarding Claim 2, Jendrewski teaches that said first base and second base 
(a, P) have a circular perimeter ("circle-cylindrical," Page 1 , H 5-9). 

Regarding Claim 4, Jendrewski teaches that said first and second straight 
sections (opposed 2, 3 joint) respectively are in correspondence with said end of said 
first element and, respectively, second element with longitudinal elongation (2, 3, 
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"housing upper part" and "housing lower part," respectively. Page 2, ^ 8-10, see at least 
Fig. 2). 

Regarding Claim 5, Jendrewski teaches a rotating group (pair of 1 1) having at 
least one first (1^' 1 1 , "cylindrical approaches," Page 2, H 9-1 1 ) and, respectively, 
second rotating elements (2"^^ 1 1 ) turning on said axis of rotation and constrained in 
respect to the translation along said axis of rotation, and means of support for said 
rotating group comprising a first support plate (1®' surface of 1®' one of 1 1) of said first 
rotating element (1®' 1 1 ) associated with said first longitudinal element (2), and a second 
plate (1®' surface of 2"*^ 1 1) associated with said second longitudinal element (3) and 
engaged with said second rotating element (2"*^ 11). 

Regarding Claim 6, Jendrewski teaches that said first support plate (1®' surface of 
1 ®' one of 1 1 ) holds said rotating group (1 ®' 1 1 & 2"^^ 1 1 ) positioning it through said 
contact plane. 

Regarding Claim 10, Jendrewski teaches that said rotating group (pair of 1 1 ) 
comprises furthermore blocking means (23, "closing flap") to arrest the relative rotation 
step by step between said first and second rotating elements (pair of 1 1 ). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Jendrewski teaches that said blocking means (23) comprise 
an insert (flap) rotating together with said first rotating element (1^' 1 1) and sliding along 
said axis of rotation, and first engaging members (20, "rubber" formed in the labyrinth, 
Page 2, H 1 1-12) between said insert (23) and said second rotating element (2"" 11) 
which can become engaged at each step of said rotation. 
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Regarding Claim 12, Jendrewski teaches that said first engaging members (20) 
comprise a first group of engaging devices (1®' side of 20) and a second group of 
engaging devices (2"^^ side of 20) l<ept in contact, in contrast and through the action of a 
elastic element ("rubber," Page 2, H 11-12). 

Regarding Claim 16, Jendrewski teaches that said elastic element comprises a 
helicoid spring ("within the labyrinth a cylindrical sleeve is 15 16 arranged with a spiral 
compression spring," Page 2, H 10-11). 

Regarding Claim 25, Jendrewski teaches that said first longitudinal element (2) 
holds and is associated with at least one lighting element and said second longitudinal 
element (3) forms a support for said lamp or vice versa. 

Regarding Claim 26, Jendrewski teaches a first and second elements (2, 3, 
"housing upper part" and "housing lower part," respectively. Page 2, H 8-10, see at least 
Fig. 2) with longitudinal elongation rotating on a common axis of rotation passing at right 
angles through the center of a contact plane along which a first flat base (a, flat surface 
of each end 2, 3, where joined) of said first element (2) is associated and a second flat 
base (p, flat surface of each end 2, 3, where joined) of said second element (3), 
characterized by the fact that of providing a rotating group (pair of 1 1 ) having a first (1®' 
1 1 , "cylindrical approaches," Page 2, If 9-1 1 ) and second rotating element (2"^^ 1 1 ) 
relatively turning on said axis of rotation and secured in respect to the translation along 
said axis of rotation; applying said rotating group (pair of 1 1 ) to said first element (2); 
fixing said first rotating element (1®' of 1 1) to a first support plate (1®' surface of 1®' one of 
1 1 ) secured to said first element (1 ^' 1 1 ); applying a second plate (1 ®' surface of 2"" 1 1 ) 
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to said second element (3), fitting said second plate (1®' surface of 2"^^ 11) into said 
second rotating element (2"" 1 1) by mechanical pressure (any formation employs 
"mechanical" pressure), turning said first element in respect to said longitudinal element 
so as to offset said first base in respect to said second base (result configuration of Fig. 
2) in order to uncover the locations of engaging screws (27, "screw connection") 
between said second rotating element (2"'' 11) and said second plate, and screwing an 
engaging elements (20, "rubber" formed in the labyrinth. Page 2, 1| 1 1-12) into relative 
locations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim(s) 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jendrewski et al (DE 2918532 A1). 

Regarding Claim 3, Jendrew teaches that fsaid first base and second base have 
a square perimeter. 

Regarding Claim 3 , Jendrewski teaches the invention set forth above (see 
rejection in Claim 1 above). Jendrewski fails to teach the first and second base having 
a square perimeter. 
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At the time tlie invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design engineering to a person of ordinary skill in the art to provide the first and second 
base having a square perimeter since applicant's claimed shape does not solve any of 
the stated problems or yield any unexpected result that is not within the scope of the 
teaching applied. Furthermore, one skilled in the art would reasonably expect 
applicant's invention to perform equally well with any shape as disclosed by applicant's 
specification ^ [0023]. Accordingly, it would have been an obvious matter of design 
engineering to modify the device of Jendrewski to obtain the invention as specified in 
claim 3. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hana A. Sanei whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
8654. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 9 am - 5 pm. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Minh-Toan Ton can be reached on (571 ) 272-2303. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to tlie Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Hana Asmat Sanei 
AU 2889 Patent Examiner 



